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BACKGROUND

As the recipient of Federal funds from the U.S. Department of Transportddor) the
Virginia Department of Rail and Public Transportation (DRPT) is required to comply with Title VI
of the Civil Rights Act of 1964.

This section includes the Language Assistance Plan (LAP) for persons with Limited English

t NEFTAOASyYy O& Tiild \9 Plan. It HcNderswite fof@cior analysis that includes the
identification of individuals served by DRPT who need language assistance, the nature and
importance of DRPT services to LEP individuals and available resources and costs to provide

lay 3dzl 3S Faaradlt yOS &S NI awhid i domposed bfdes@iptidnyddt dzR S a
language assistance measures employed by DRPT and the status of current and future efforts to
implement the LAP.

The DRPT LAP conforms to Executive Order #18h66gving Access to Services for Persons

with Limited English Proficiency (August 11, 2@0@) follows the U.S. DOT Guidance

implementing the Executive Ordar,2 f A O& DdzZA Rl yOS / 2y OSNYy Ay 3 wSOA
Limited English Proficient (LEP) Pess@ec 14, 2005)(70 Fed Reg 74087)



LANGUAGE ASSISTANCE REQUIREMENTS

All recipients of U.S. DOT funding are required to take reasonable steps to ensure meaningful
access to their programs and activities by LEP persons. All recipients must comply with

Executive Order #13168nproving Access to Services for Persons withddr&inglish

Proficiency (August 11, 200énd the U.S. DOT Guidance implementing the Executive Order,

t 2f A0@ DAdZARFIYyOS /2y OSNYyAy3d wSOALASYlaQ wSalLrRy
(Dec 14, 2005)(70 Fed Reg 7408 hese require that, wen receiving Federal funds, recipients

are expected to conduct @ur-factoranalysis to prevent discrimination based @ate, color,

and rationalorigin and take steps to ensure LEP persons are provided meaningful access.

The guidance applies to &llS.DOT funding recipients, which include state departments of
transportation, state motor vehicle administrations, airport operators, metropolitan planning
organizations, and regional, state, and local transit operators, among many others. Coverage
exterRa (2 | NBOALASY(iQa SYdGANB LINRPANIY 2N I OGAQ
This is true even if only one part of the recipients receives Federal assistance. For example, if

the U.SDOT provides assistance to a state department ofdpamtation to rehabilitate a

particular highway on the National Highway System, all operations of the entire state

department of transportation not just the particular highway program or projecare

covered by thdJ.SDOT guidance.

Among other requiremets outlined in theFTA C.4702.18Title VI Requirements and
Guidelines for Federal Transit Administration Recipj@dRPT is responsible for providing
meaningful access to LEP Perstansomply with FTA requirement$he steps in this
meaningful accessa three-fold:

1. Conduct dour-factoranalysis to determine the specific language services that are
appropriate to provide.

2. Determinewritten translationsneeded inderthed { S | I ND2NJ t N2 GAAA2Y
outlines both which written materials are vital docunte ¢ and thus need written
translationsg and which language$éy need to be translated into.

3. Develop a LAP and identify which language assistance services are appropriate.

TheU.SDOT guidance outlines four factors that recipients should apply tedneus kinds of

contacts they have with the public to assess language needs and decide what reasonable steps
GKS® akKz2dzZ R Gl 1S (G2 SyadaNBE YSIyAy3Tdaterl 00Saa
analysis :0

1. The number or proportion of LEP persoeligible to be served or likely to be
encountered by a program, activity, or service of the recipient or grantee.
The frequency with which LEP individuals come in contact with the program.
3. The nature and importance of the program, activity, or service/joled by the recipient
G2 LS2Lf SQa tA@gSaod
4. The resources available to the recipient and costs.
4
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The greater the number or proportion of eligible LEP persons, the greater the frequency with
which they have contact with a program, activity, or seryaelthe greater the importance of
that program, activity, or service, the more likely enhanced language services will be needed.
Smaller recipients with more limited budgets are typically not expected to provide the same
level of language service as largeripgents with larger budgets. The intenttife U.S5 h ¢ Q a
guidance is to suggest a balance that ensures meaningful access by LEP persons to critical
services while not imposing undue burdens on small organizations and local governments.

After completing he above foufactor analysis, recipients can determiwhich LEP services

are appropriate Recipients have two main ways to provide language services: oral
interpretation (in person or via telephone interpretation servj@nd written translation. The
correctarray of serviceshould be based on what deemedboth necessary and reasonabie

the four-factor analysis. The languages spoken by LEP individuals with whom the recipient has
frequent contact often determine the languages into which documentsheiliranslated and

the types of interpreation provided.



FOURFACTOR ANALYSIS

This section includes the results of tfeur-factoranalysis (including the Safe Harbor Provision)
performed to identify LEP populations for whom DRPT should be providing language assistance
services. The results of tlieur-factor analysis were used to develop the DRPT LAP.

Factor 1: Assessment of the Nuraband Proportion of LEP Persons Likely to be Served or
Encountered in the Eligible Service Population

This factor considers the number and proportion of persons with limited English proficiency on
both a statewide and city/county basis from each languggrip. Statewide data was

extracted from the 2012019 U.S American Community Survey (AG@pbestimates. The
20152019 estimates did not provide detailed LEP data was not available at the city/county
level, so the most recent detailed dataset from 2@11-2015 ACS-$ear estimates was used

for local analysisThe language data for the state is presented first along with a review of
languages spoken in each city/county.

The language data presented for this analysis is used to determine which landrRB&swill

GNI yatrdiS eNAGGSY YFGSNRAIFIfAa Ayd2 dzyRSNJ G§KS 5h
that DRPT provide written translation of vital documents for each eligible LEP language group

that constitutes five percent (5%) or 1@@ersons, whihever is less ).

Number and Proportion of LEP Persons in the State of Virginia

The U.S. @sus Bureau has a range of telassifications of how well people speak Englidte
Of FaaATFAOI GA2yand@NKES Dam0i K ICKBMNESNED GirgoSds, [DRRT
considersndividuals who speak Engligless than very wallas having Limited English
Proficencyor LEP.

The ACS 2®12019 data indicates that in the State of Virgiriig275,860peopleover the age of

5, or 16.1 percent of hat population speak a language other than English at home, as displayed

in Table 1450,366 individuals representing.6 percent of the overall populatiocspeak English

fSaa GKIY a@SNER ¢Sftté¢ YR NS O2yaARSNBR (2 K

Table 1- Virginia's Language Use and EngiSpeaking Ability for the Population Five Years
and Oldet

Other than English Other than English
English Ability "very ~ EnglishAbility - Less

Total_ Speak Only Englist Speak Other than Englis well" than "very well
Population
(5+years) Count Percent Count Percent  Count Percent Count Percent

7,946,064 6,649,105 83.6% 1,275,680 16.1% 825,314 10.4% 450,366 5.6%



Other than Englistpanish is the most widely spoken languamg¥irginia, andhe Spanish
speaking LEPopulationaccounsfor more thanhalf (51.9%) of the total LEP population in the
state. TheSpaniskspeaking LEP population als@kesup 3.1% of the entire population of
Virginia.Spanistspeakers are the most important community for DRPfotws onin their

plan.h § KSNJ ANR dzLJa G KI G

YFE1S dzLJd |

AAIYATFAO Y

individuals who speak Korea@hinesgincl. Mandarin, Cantonese), and Viethamdsanguage
assistance should be provided as needed in jurisdictiotisavsignificant population of LEP

speakers of different languageBable 2 displays the amount of LEP individuals ages 5 and over

by language spoken at home.

Table 2¢ Amount of LEP Individuals for Language Spoken at Home in Virginia

Commonwealth of Miginia
Number of LEP
Individuals (5
and older)

244,868

Language

Spanish

Korean

Chinese (incl. Mandarin, Cantonese)
Vietnamese

Arabic

Amharic, Somali, or other Afré\siatic
languages

Tagalog (incl. Filipino)

Persian (incl. Farsi, Dari)

Urdu

French (incl. Cajun)

Nepali, Marathi, or other Indic
languages

Thai, Lao, or other Taéfadai languages
Other languages of Asia

Hindi

Russian

Bengali

Yoruba, Twi, Igbo, or other languages

Western Africa

Other IndoEuropean languages
Telugu

Japanese

Khmer

German

Portuguese

Punjabi

28,770
28,740
26,720
16,243

12,930
12,518
11,041
9,842
5,655

5,600
5,262
5,212
5,122
4,520
4,367

4,166
4,026
3,960
3,581
3,030
3,025
2,747
2,487

7

% of State
Population

3.1%
0.4%
0.4%
0.3%
0.2%

0.2%
0.2%
0.1%
0.1%
0.1%

0.1%
0.1%
0.1%
0.1%
0.1%
0.1%

0.1%
0.1%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%

% of LEP Population

51.9%
6.1%
6.1%
5.7%
3.4%

2.7%
2.7%
2.3%
2.1%
1.2%

1.2%
1.1%
1.1%
1.1%
1.0%
0.9%

0.9%
0.9%
0.8%
0.8%
0.6%
0.6%
0.6%
0.5%

LJZ2 N



Gujarati 2,393 0.0% 0.5%

Other andunspecified languages 1,810 0.0% 0.4%
Tamil 1,547 0.0% 0.3%
Italian 1,431 0.0% 0.3%
llocano, Samoan, Hawaiian, or other

Austronesian languages 1,343 0.0% 0.3%
Ukrainian or other Slavic languages 1,297 0.0% 0.3%
Haitian 1,212 0.0% 0.3%
Greek 1,205 0.0% 0.3%
Malayalam, Kannada, or other

Dravidian languages 1,153 0.0% 0.2%
SerbaCroatian 1,117 0.0% 0.2%
Swalhili or other languages of Central,

Eastern, and Southern Africa 996 0.0% 0.2%
Yiddish, Pennsylvania Dutch or other

West Germanic languages 594 0.0% 0.1%
Polish 457 0.0% 0.1%
Armenian 280 0.0% 0.1%
Hebrew 165 0.0% 0.0%
Other Native languages of North

America 149 0.0% 0.0%
Navajo 43 0.0% 0.0%
Hmong 21 0.0% 0.0%
Total LEP Population 471645 5.9%

Total Population 7,946,064

Source: U.SCensus Buread®merican Community Survey 282019 (Table: B16001)

Languages ibold exceed the Safe Harbor threshel@7 specific languages with LEP population > 1,000, plus
Spanish, Korean, Chinese, Viethamese, Arabic, Amharic, Tagalog, PersiaRrasichy,Nepali, Thai, Other
languages of Asia, Hindi, Russian, Bengali, Yoruba/Twi/lgbo, OtheElmdpean languages, Telugu, Japanese,
Khmer, German, Portuguese, Punjabi, Gujarati, Other and unspecified languages, Tamil, Italian,
llocano/Samoan/HawaiigrUkrainian, Haitian, Greek, Malayalam/Kannada, S€tmatian

Number and Proportion of LEP Population by County

The number and proportion of the population with LEP vary greatly among the cities/counties
in the state, with the more urban counties haviogth the greatest percentage of their
population and the absolute number of persons considered as LEP.

Appendix M K2 ga GKS RAAUONROdzAAZ2Y 2F [ 9t AYRAQDARdzZ f
counties and independent citie¥he Safe Harbdfrovision was created to guide

transportation organizations decision to provide written translations of vital documents in a

service areal EP language groswith morethan 1,000 individualer represent ove6% of a

SdzZNA AaRAOGA2Y Qa LRLIMzZ FGA2y aK2dzxZ R KIF @S | 0O0Saa
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under the Safe Harbor Provisiof review of the ACS 5 year estimates from 22215 the

most recent detailed LEP dataset at the city/county lewleach Virginia jurisdiction revealed
that 31 jurisdictions, 18 counties and 13 cities, were beyond the Safe Harbor provision for at
least one language group. Spanish was the most common language to exceetethia®ar
Provision. Mostlanguage groups thatxeeedthe Safe ldrborthresholdare found in the more
urban regions oNorthern VirginiaRichmond, and &npton Roads. Fairfax County hihs

highest amount of LEP groups above the Safe Harbor thresisdl8l language groupsavea

LEP population greateh&an 1,000.

For each program, project, service, or activity, the data in this plan will be used to help identify

the number of LEP, minority, and lemcome populations by county and city within the

Commonwealth to ensure meaningful public involvement. DRPA t dzo f A O t I NIi A OA LI
be followed to ensure all groups have notification and access.

Factor 2: Assessment of Frequency with Which LEP Individuals Come Into Contact with the
Transit Services or System

Each DRPT and subrecipient program/project must be evaluated in relationship to the number
of persons who are within the program/project area and the number of times they have
frequented the program or activity. For pubhiearings/meetingsa sigrin sheet or survey is to

be utilized to determine the demographic and frequency of participatsae AppendixB).

In November2017,DRPPpartneredg A (i K sSBlst 8ivideyp Qperatethe Virginia Breeze,m
intercity busroute that travels daily to and &m Blacksburgnd Washington, DAn 2019, the
Virginia Breeze introduced two new routes , one connecting Danville to Washington DC and
another connecting Martinsville to Richmonthe bushas stops itarge LEP populations in
Harrisonburg Fairfax CountyArlington CountyRichmond, and CharlottesvillBue to its
proximity tothese locations, DRPT will likely have signifit&f ridership otheseroutes.

Figure 1 shows a map of the Virginia Breeze Route and its 10 and 25 mile service radii with the
percentage of LEP people living at each Census block grbeghighest concentration of LEP
individuals are in Northern Virginia, with significant LEP populations in Harrisqnburg
BlacksburgCharlottesville, and Richmord well.

DRPWwill conduct amannualsurvey to get a better idea on the demographics of ridership on

the Virginia BreezeSince the Virginia Breeze is still a relatively new service, an initial survey to
get some figures on LEP ridership wouldabémportanttool to determine its LERdership
Creating mordranslated materials would be @nstructiveway to reach the LEP populations in
these areas. In addition to Spanigbhinese, Korean, and Vietnamese should be considered to
serve thelarge LEP populations in Northern Virginia



Figure 1¢ LEP Population by Census Block Grélgng Virginia Breeze Route
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The Virginia Breeze is not the only arena where LEP padlpleome into contact wittDRPT.

Programs, services, and activities that have potential impact for LEP persorkejriitiare
not limited to:

Public involvement and public engagement meetings/hearings for projects affecting LEP
communities or individuals

Transit subrecipients

Internet acces§DRPWwebsite must be accessible to LEP pergons
Virginia Breeze bus stopsid bus schedules

Office vsits to DRPT

At present, DRPT hasly receivecdh few requests for translation of documents into Spanish.



Factor 3: Assessment of the Nature and Importance of the Transit Services to the LEP
Population

As the state publitransportation agency responsible for coordinating the Statewide Public
Transportation Planning process, DRPT must make sure that all segments of the population,
including LEP persons, have been invo)eedave had the opportunity to be involvedith the
planning process. The impact of proposed transportation investments on underserved and
underrepresented population groups are part of the evaluation process. DRPT provides
oversight and helps ensure that LEP and other protected classes of persons avemnabdked

in the transportation planning process.

Along with the operation of the intercity bus systeliqwt ¢ Q& Y I Ay Fdzy OGA2Yy Aa
cooperative, comprehensive, and continuing public transportation planning and services as

outlined in federal trasportation actsin doing so, DRPT develops thea®ar Improvement

Program (SYIRje Statewide Transportation Improvement Plan (STRBRlic Transportation

and Transportation Demand Managemaegnant programapplicationguidance, and as needed

other studies. Another key function is oversight of their subrecipients.

The SYIP is a plan that allocatesding for public transportation facilities and commuter and
public transportation programs intended to be implemented through a combinatidadsral,
state, and local funding.

The Public Transportation and Transportation Demand Managegrant programapplication
guidance provides application guidance regarding the variedsral andstate public
transportation grant programs administered b)RBTThe document contains two major parts:

1.1y 20SNBASS 2F GKS 3INIyYyd LINRPAINI YA | RYAYAZ
public transportation investment policy, and a calendar describing each step in the
grant application process.

2. A description of edtgrant program including eligible recipients and expenses,
match ratios, application evaluation criteria, and the application procedure.

DRPT is required by the FTA to ensure that recipients of FTA assistance comply with federal
requirements To meet ths federal mandate, DRPT conducts periodic reviews of its grantees
Additional objectives of the reviews are to ensure compliance with state requirements,
encourage progress, and identify training and technical assistance needs.

5wt ¢ Qa Y2 & les @dthodehalated to fansingiubliz transportation, public
involvement (public information or planning meetings), and the ability to file compldifB
persons, lowincome populations, minority populations, the elderly, and the disabled must be
consicered in these processeshe operation of the Virginia Breeze prosda important
intercity link for the LEP populatistivingin both Northern Virginia and the New River Valley
In order to provide greater access to public involvement to these grddB&,T will continue

11



communicating with community organizations that serve LEP persbes performing work in
these areas

Factor 4: Assessment of the Resources Available to the Agency and Costs

This last step of théour-factoranalysis allows DRPT weigh the demand for language

assistance against current and projected financial and personnel resources. This analysis helps
determine if the language services currently provided are cost effective and helps to plan future
investments, so that the most eeled assistance is provided to the greatest number of LEP
LISNB2ya 6gAOGKAY GKS fAYAdla 2F 5wt ¢Qa NBaz2dz2NOSa

DRPT serves the enti@ommonwealthof Virginia and is required by federal law to provide

access to LEP persons, and to ensure that its subrecittgprovide accesgven

subrecipients with very limited resources should have an LEP section in their Title VI Plan with
the acknowledgment that demographics change yearly and indicate the number of LEP persons
may increase within their specific planniagga.

Accordingto W B5h¢ t 2f AO& DdzZARI YOS /2y OSNYyAy3d wSOALRS
English Proficient (LEP) Personblhed in the Federal Registeecember 14, 2005 (Volume
70, Number 239),

G / S NIiS:DOV recipients, such as those serving very few LEP persons or those with
very limited resources, may choose not to develop a writtelPLEPY ® ¢

/ 2a04&a Ydzad o0S FIOG2NBR Ayili2 (GKAa olflyOAy3da (S
I @1 Af I 0f SQefstepswnsylcéageyfobé reasonable when the costs imposed substantially
exceed the benefits in light of the factors outlined in the DSTLEP Guidance. In this case,

the needs have been prioritized so that language services are targeted where mostneed

because of the nature and importance of the activity involuddwever, LEP persons have the

right to receivelanguage assistance at no cost to them.

To date, DRPAnd its subrecipients have expended considerable funds on language services
Language asstance actions include:

- MPO and local subrecipientsive created their own LEP/LAP planth assistance from

DRPT

- D223t S ¢ NI y Zahdthe SA Breézeébsitts forQranslation of vital
documents

- Translation of vital documents upon request

- Trainng

- 5wt tarfydage service contractor

12
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/] 2y AaARSNAY 3 5wt ¢Qa &XIT1aS Alyy B wd @Ia&ea, GpdiitS M y\RBA @S
financial resources, it is necessary to provide at least the most basic andffexgtve services

available to ensure compliance with Executive Order 13166. Many options were discussed and
considered by DRPT staff and the following recommeindatwere adopted as measures to

provide meaningful access to limited English speaking persons:

- Publish the LEP Plan and vital document materials on the DRPT website in languages
other than Englishasnecessary

- Disseminate the LEP Plan to communityamgations, governmental entities, and other
interested persongn languages other than English, as requested.

- With advance notice of seven calendar days, provide interpreter services auahyg
hearingor meeting This will include foreign languagadinterpreter services for the
hearing impaired

- Translatevital documentsnto Spanish and other languages as requested

- Provide training to Virginia Breeze staff on how to effectively communicate with LEP
persons

- tfFOS y2iiA O SEscrimdifatioh poticés@rid infongttion on the local and
federal complaint process on the website in English and other languages via Google
Translate and make the notices available at pufsdiaringsmeetings.

- Translate vital douments in languages othéran English according to thefgé Harbor
Provision.

- Provide training to DRPT st#fifat isinvolved in customer service, public outreaahnd
public involvement, on identifying LEP populations and providing LEP translation and
interpretation on the requirements for providing meaningful access to services for LEP
persons.

- Monitor subrecipients to ensure LEP requirements are fulfilled.

- Incudein5 wt ¢ Q& t dzof A O (PPPstEnes\and notiked thatt € | y
interpreters will be provided, upon prior request for language assistance as well as for

sign language

Providing Notice to LEP Persons

13



U.S DOT LEP guidance says:

oOnce an agendyas decided, based on the four factors, that it will provide
language service, it is important that the recipient notify LEP persons of services
available free of charge. Recipients should provide this notice in languages LEP
persons would understard.

DRPT will provide statements in public notices, as outlined in the Public Participation Plan, that
persons requiring language or special assistance will be accommodated, with reasonable
advance notice to DRPT.

Federal fund recipients have two main ways to\pde language services: oral language
assistanceeither in person or via telephone interpretation service amditten language
assistanceThe correct mix should be based on what is both necessary and reasonable in light
of the fourfactor analysis.

Oral Language Assistance

DRPT will provide LEP persons with oral language assistance in a timely manner at reception
desks or when telephone contact is approprigdeich assistance may take the form of qualified
bilingual staffor using theS wt tarfy@age service contractor

Employment of bilingual staff in divisions and projects is attempted, when feasible, where the
percentage of LEP customers or potential customers is statistically significant or where the
frequency of contact with such personall provide for efficient and effective communication.

A decision to employ bilingual staff should be based on a needs assessment with due
consideration given to budget constraints and department policy.

Oral translation competency should be considevdten using a translator. In some cases, a

family member or volunteer without formal certification might be a good choice, for instance
when teaching an LEP person how to use the bus. In other circumstances, especially those that
have the potentialto afféé I LISNBR 2y Qad NAIKGaxX | OSNIATFTASR

5wt ¢ Qa 2 NI f v aiekfhdnOdtténdadtyviio cdnyproviddzRf@mation about
available language assistance services and how to get them.

Written Language Assistance

Written materids that are routinely provided in English to customers and the general public
should be translated into languages that are regularly encountekéafe Harbor Provisiore
regarding the translations of documentsreqjuiredby the US DOT. They suggest providing

written translations of vital documents for each eligible LEP language group that constitutes 5
percent or 1,000, whichever is less, of the population of persons eligible to be served or likely to
be affected or encountered. THeafe Harbor Provision applies to the translation of written

14
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documents only and does not affect the requirement to provide meaningful access to LEP
individuals through competent oral interpreters where oral language services are needed and
are reasonable.

Note tha some LEP people might have low literacy in their language. Written translations
would not be effective or useful in those cas@ghen evaluating the need for written
translation, the literacy level in the LEP population should be determined.

Vital Docunents

Vital documents are those that convey information critically affecting the ability of the service
customer to make decisiong/hether or not a document (or the information it solicits) is

GOAGEE ¢ RSLISYRA dzZll2y GKS Anyddsoiidet, of eficednFolvédk S LIN.
and the consequence to the LEP person if the information in question is not provided accurately

or in a timely manner.

5wt ¢Qa @GAGEFE R20dzyYSyda I NBY

- Title VINon-Discrimination Statement
- Title VI Complaint Procedures

- Languwage Assistance Plan

- Planning and Outreach Material

If individuals are interested in finding out other information about DRPT, they are directed to

contact the Public Information Office at 80864440! RRAGA 2y | f f & Hferd wt ¢ Q& 4 S
Google Translato navigateusers to the Vital Documents posted on the website.

15



DRPT Staff Training

Training DRPT staff on the policies and procedures of language assistance and how to
determine whether a customer needs language assistance services is essentidgjiog the
gap between policies and actual practic&saining will include how to obtain language
assistance services and communication with interpreters and translators.

Specialized training may be required of certain frbné staff who are likelyo have

considerable interaction with LEP individu@&PT staff will be trained on how to recognize
potential Title VI issues and to properly respond to Title VI complaints, including those from LEP
people on the basis ahce, color, andhational origin

DRPT will include training on assisting LEP persons as part of its sensitivity and customer service
training for all newfront-line staffhires Training information will include:

| AdzYYIl NBE 27T Stiestusderihe \SDOTIEY Guidanke A

- AslzYYI NBE 2F GKS ydzYoSNJ YR LINRBLRNIAZ2Y 2F [ 9
FNBljdzSyOe 2F O2yidl Ol o06SiGs6SSy (GKS [9t LI Ll
and the importance of the program$d activities to the population

- 1 adzyYYl NE 2 &geassistahd glant | y 3 dz

- A description of the type of language assistance that DRPT is currently providing and

instructions on how agency staff can acctssse products and services

Monitoring and Updating the LEP Plan

This plan is designed to be flexibledas one that can be easily updated. At a minimum, DRPT
will follow the Title VI Program update schedule for the LEP Plan (at least every three years)
based on feedback, updated demographic data, and resource availability. However, major
updates most likgl will not occur until the next Census in 2020 unless DRPT finds it necessary
and crucial for an update before such time.

DRPT Wl examine and update the LERu®based on the following:

- The number of LEP persons encountered annually

- How the needs oLEP persons have been addressed

- Whether local language assistance programs have been effective and sufficient to meet
the needs of LEP persons

- 2 KSOGKSNJ GKS GNlXyaAd aeadasSyQa FAYyEFYyOALFf NBa
assistance resources needed chgricompliance reviews

-/ KFy3aSa (2 5wt ¢Qa | O A fogyostaf antlihangialadddsS & = & dzO

- Whether DRPT has fulfilled the goals of the B&GR

- 2KSGKSNJ O2YLIX FAylua KIF@S 6SSy NBO
needs of LERdividuals

(0p))
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SUMMARY OF PLAN

The key to providing meaningful access for LEP persons is to ensure that effective
communication exists between the project, activity, or service and the LEP pdison
accomplish effective communication, the following actitvas’e been developed:

- Provide for oral language assistance as needed

- Notify LEP customers of the availability of language assistance services

- Translate vital documents in languages other than English according Safinelarbor
Provision

- Train staff

- Monitor and evaluate access to language assistance

- Monitor subrecipients
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APPENDIX A: LP®PULATION PER JURISDICTION

Accomack County

Number of  Percent of County
Language LEP Population
Population  Speaking Language

Percent of LEP Populatiol
Speaking Language

Spanish or Spanish Creole 1,460 4.69% 81.93%
French Creole 212 0.68% 11.90%
Greek 21 0.07% 1.18%
Other Indic Languages 21 0.07% 1.18%
Korean 16 0.05% 0.90%
Other Asian Languages 16 0.05% 0.90%
Italian 15 0.05% 0.84%
French 12 0.04% 0.67%
Viethnamese 7 0.02% 0.39%
Persian 2 0.01% 0.11%
Total LEP Population 1,782 5.73%

Total County Population 31,114

Albemarle County

Number of  Percent of County Percent of LEP Populatior

Language LEP : Popula}tion Speaking Language
Population  Speaking.anguage
Spanish or Spanish Creole 1,819 1.87% 48.95%
Other Asian Languages 265 0.27% 7.13%
French Creole 212 0.22% 5.71%
Persian 191 0.20% 5.14%
Other Indic Languages 159 0.16% 4.28%
Korean 159 0.16% 4.28%
SerboeCroatian 119 0.12% 3.20%
German 112 0.12% 3.01%
Arabic 100 0.10% 2.69%
French 98 0.10% 2.64%
Russian 85 0.09% 2.29%
Thai 53 0.05% 1.43%
Hindi 45 0.05% 1.21%
Japanese 38 0.04% 1.02%
African languages 38 0.04% 1.02%
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Tagalog 36 0.04% 0.97%

Other Slavic languages 31 0.03% 0.83%
Other IndeEuropean 29

languages 0.03% 0.78%
Guijarati 25 0.03% 0.67%
Urdu 23 0.02% 0.62%
Greek 19 0.02% 0.51%
Portuguese or Portuguese 17

Creole 0.02% 0.46%
Italian 15 0.02% 0.40%
Other West Germanic 14

Languages 0.01% 0.38%
Vietnamese 0.01% 0.38%

Alleghany County

Spanish or Spanish Creole 0.51% 70.27%
Vietnamese 17 0.11% 15.32%
Korean 0.10% 14.41%

Amelia County

Spanish or Spanish Creole 0.48% 58.59%
Hebrew 28 0.23% 28.28%
Tagalog 0.11% 13.13%
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Appomattox County

Number of  Percent of County Percent of LEP Population

Language LEP Population Speaking :

Population Language PR LM
Spanish or Spanish Creo 27 0.19% 100.00%
Total LEP Population 27 0.19%

Total County Population 14,333

Arlington County

Number of Percent of County Percent of LEP Populatio|

angags IISEEuIation Egr?gl;:ﬂiqoen SPeaing SRR CETe VLSS
Spanish or Spanish Creoli 7,095 3.37% 44.21%
African languages 1,289 0.61% 8.03%
Chinese 1,139 0.54% 7.10%
Other Indic Languages 877 0.42% 5.46%
Viethnamese 623 0.30% 3.88%
Other Asian languages 611 0.29% 3.81%
Tagalog 530 0.25% 3.30%
Korean 492 0.23% 3.07%
Arabic 492 0.23% 3.07%
French 475 0.23% 2.96%
Japanese 378 0.18% 2.36%
Russian 310 0.15% 1.93%
Urdu 272 0.13% 1.69%
Portuguese or Portuguese 173

Creole 0.08% 1.08%
Thai 171 0.08% 1.07%
Persian 152 0.07% 0.95%
Italian 141 0.07% 0.88%
Mon-Khmer 134 0.06% 0.83%
German 94 0.04% 0.59%
Other Pacific Island 94

languages 0.04% 0.59%
SerbeCroatian 82 0.04% 0.51%
Greek 72 0.03% 0.45%
Hindi 66 0.03% 0.41%
Hungarian 50 0.02% 0.31%
Other and unspecified 47

languages 0.02% 0.29%
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Laotian 43 0.02% 0.27%

Scandinavian languages 31 0.01% 0.19%
French 27 0.01% 0.17%
Other Slavic Languages 22 0.01% 0.14%
Other IndeEuropean 20

languages 0.01% 0.12%
French Creole 13 0.01% 0.08%
Other West Germanic 13

languages 0.01% 0.08%
Armenian 11 0.01% 0.07%
Polish 0.00% 0.06%

Augusta County

Spanish or Spanish

Creole 0.58% 66.99%
German 51 0.07% 8.29%
Korean 34 0.05% 5.53%
Chinese 28 0.04% 4.55%
French 24 0.03% 3.90%
Hindi 17 0.02% 2.76%
Vietnamese 15 0.02% 2.44%
Italian 14 0.02% 2.28%
Russian 12 0.02% 1.95%
Laotian 0.01% 1.30%

Bath County
Spanish or Spanish Crec 0.78% 100.00%
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Spanish or Spanish Crec 0.27% 30.56%
Chinese 128 0.18% 19.75%
Vietnamese 128 0.18% 19.75%
Korean 123 0.17% 18.98%
French 56 0.08% 8.64%
German 0.02% 2.31%

Spanish or SpanisBreole 0.17% 100.00%

Spanish o6panish Creole 120 0.38% 60.91%
Other IndeEuropean 54

languages 0.17% 27.41%
Italian 13 0.04% 6.60%
Arabic 7 0.02% 3.55%
Persian 0.01% 1.52%

Spanish or Spanish Crec 1.28% 76.38%
Chinese 44 0.27% 16.24%
German 9 0.06% 3.32%
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French Creole 6 0.04% 2.21%
Viethamese 5 0.03% 1.85%

Buchanan County

Spanish or Spanish Crec 0.09% 22.83%
Chinese 18 0.08% 19.57%
Korean 18 0.08% 19.57%
African languages 16 0.07% 17.39%
Guijarati 11 0.05% 11.96%
Other. Native North 4
American languages 0.02% 4.35%
Other and unspecified 4

0.02% 4.35%

languages

Buckingham County

Spanish or Spanish Crec 0.56% 45.92%
Hebrew 38 0.24% 19.39%
Chinese 24 0.15% 12.24%
Korean 10 0.06% 5.10%
German 8 0.05% 4.08%
Japanese 8 0.05% 4.08%
African languages 7 0.04% 3.57%
Other West Germanic 6

languages 0.04% 3.06%
Other and unspecified 1

languages 0.01% 0.51%




Campbell County

Spanish or Spanish Crec 0.28% 35.38%
Chinese 69 0.13% 16.95%
Korean 47 0.09% 11.55%
African languages 31 0.06% 7.62%
French 28 0.05% 6.88%
Other Asian languages 24 0.05% 5.90%
Tagalog 21 0.04% 5.16%
German 14 0.03% 3.44%
Hungarian 12 0.02% 2.95%
Other Indic languages 9 0.02% 2.21%
Japanese 8 0.02% 1.97%

Caroline County

Spanish or Spanish Crec 0.59% 37.33%
Korean 86 0.31% 19.82%
Polish 84 0.31% 19.35%
Hungarian 38 0.14% 8.76%
Japanese 27 0.10% 6.22%
Persian 14 0.05% 3.23%
Italian 10 0.04% 2.30%
Arabic 8 0.03% 1.84%
Other Indic langauges 5 0.02% 1.15%
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Spanish or Spanish Crec 1.24% 96.17%
Other Native North 14
American languages 0.05% 3.83%

Korean 0.17% 63.16%
Portuguese or 3

Portuguese Creole 0.04% 15.79%
Spanish or Spanish Crec 2 0.03% 10.53%
German 0.03% 10.53%

Spanish or Spanish Crec 0.36% 93.33%
Urdu 0.03% 6.67%

Spanish or Spanish Crec 8,591 2.78% 64.46%
Vietnamese 914 0.30% 6.86%
Chinese 541 0.18% 4.06%
Korean 524 0.17% 3.93%
Mon-Khmer 320 0.10% 2.40%
French 244 0.08% 1.83%
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German

Other Asian languages
Urdu

Arabic

Hindi

Gujarati

African languages
Japanese

Tagalog

Russian

Other Indic languages
Persian

Thai

Italian

Other IndeEuropean
languages

Laotian

SerboeCroatian
OtherWest Germanic
languages
Portuguese or
Portuguese Creole

French Creole
Hungarian

Other Pacific Island
languages

Other Native North
American languages

Total LERPopulation
Total County Population

244
234
220
195
170
158
141
135
129
111
108
82
53
47

39

34
33

22

15

4

1
13,327

308,520
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0.08%
0.08%
0.07%
0.06%
0.06%
0.05%
0.05%
0.04%
0.04%
0.04%
0.04%
0.03%
0.02%
0.02%

0.01%
0.01%
0.01%

0.01%

0.00%
0.00%
0.00%

0.00%

0.00%
4.32%

1.83%
1.76%
1.65%
1.46%
1.28%
1.19%
1.06%
1.01%
0.97%
0.83%
0.81%
0.62%
0.40%
0.35%

0.29%
0.26%
0.25%

0.17%

0.11%
0.07%
0.07%

0.03%

0.01%



Spanish or Spanish Crec 1.01% 75.98%
Polish 27 0.20% 15.08%
Korean 11 0.08% 6.15%
Mon-Khmer 4 0.03% 2.23%
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Culpeper County

Spanish or Spanish Crec 1,099 2.43% 74.51%
German 91 0.20% 6.17%
Korean 68 0.15% 4.61%
Chinese 63 0.14% 4.27%
Urdu 33 0.07% 2.24%
Hindi 32 0.07% 2.17%
Other Indidanguages 24 0.05% 1.63%
Tagalog 18 0.04% 1.22%
Other Slavic languages 16 0.04% 1.08%
Greek 8 0.02% 0.54%
African languages 8 0.02% 0.54%
Vietnamese 7 0.02% 0.47%
Persian 6 0.01% 0.41%
Other and unspecified 5

languages 0.00% 0.14%

Cumberland County

Spanish or Spanish Crec 0.24% 75.86%
German 0.08% 24.14%
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Spanistor Spanish Creol 34 0.23% 53.97%
Portuguese or o5

Portuguese Creole 0.17% 39.68%
Hindi 3 0.02% 4.76%
Japanese 0.01% 1.59%

Spanish or Spanish Crec 157 0.59% 71.69%
Italian 12 0.05% 5.48%
German 23 0.09% 10.50%
Korean 23 0.09% 10.50%
Other Asian languages 4 0.02% 1.83%

hl
N

Arabic 0.40% 60.00%
Spanish or Spanish Crec 22 0.21% 31.43%
French 0.06% 8.57%
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Fairfax County

Number of Percent of County Percent of LEP Populatiol

~anoage IF_>Ep|::ulation E:r?;lljjéjoen Speaing Speaking Language
Spanish or Spanish Crec 60,979 5.79% 39.84%
Korean 19,324 1.84% 12.63%
Vietnamese 14,514 1.38% 9.48%
Chinese 9,525 0.91% 6.22%
Arabic 6,383 0.61% 4.17%
African languages 6,155 0.58% 4.02%
Persian 5,430 0.52% 3.55%
Other Indic languages 4,893 0.46% 3.20%
Urdu 4,672 0.44% 3.05%
Other Asian languages 3,539 0.34% 2.31%
Tagalog 2,982 0.28% 1.95%
Hindi 1,918 0.18% 1.25%
Thai 1,865 0.18% 1.22%
French 1,793 0.17% 1.17%
Russian 1,667 0.16% 1.09%
Other IndeEuropean 1566

languages ’ 0.15% 1.02%
Japanese 1,088 0.10% 0.71%
Mon-Khmer 760 0.07% 0.50%
Portuguese or 517

Portuguese Creole 0.05% 0.34%
Greek 407 0.04% 0.27%
German 374 0.04% 0.24%
Other Pacific Island 369

languages 0.04% 0.24%
Other Slavic languages 346 0.03% 0.23%
Gujarati 345 0.03% 0.23%
Italian 344 0.03% 0.22%
Laotian 287 0.03% 0.19%
Armenian 255 0.02% 0.17%
French Creole 240 0.02% 0.16%
SerboeCroatian 206 0.02% 0.13%
Other and unspecified 62

languages 0.01% 0.04%
Hebrew o7 0.01% 0.04%
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Other West Germanic

languages S5 0.01% 0.04%
Polish 50 0.00% 0.03%
Hungarian 34 0.00% 0.02%
Scandinavian languages 25 0.00% 0.02%
Hmong 20 0.00% 0.01%
Other_ Native North 9

American languages 0.00% 0.01%
Total LEP Population 153,055 14.54%

Total County Population 1,052,468

Fauquier County

Number of  Percent of County Percent of LEP Populatiol

~anoage ;Egulation E:r?;llﬁtl;]oen Speaing SRy LN
Spanish or Spanish Crec 1,096 1.72% 69.81%
Chinese 72 0.11% 4.59%
Thai 68 0.11% 4.33%
African languages o4 0.08% 3.44%
Korean 49 0.08% 3.12%
French 41 0.06% 2.61%
Greek 38 0.06% 2.42%
Persian 31 0.05% 1.97%
Other Indic languages 28 0.04% 1.78%
Vietnamese 20 0.03% 1.27%
Tagalog 20 0.03% 1.27%
German 18 0.03% 1.15%
Other IndeEuropean 16

languages 0.03% 1.02%
Other Asian languages 10 0.02% 0.64%
Other Pacific Island 9

languages 0.01% 0.57%
Total LEP Population 1,570 2.47%

Total County Population 63,560

Floyd County

Number of  Percent of County Percent of LEP Populatiol

Language LEP Population Speaking ,

Population Language S{REITg LENgLEe
Spanish or Spanish Crec 175 1.19% 100.00%
Total LEP Population 175 1.19%
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Fluvanna County

Spanish or Spanish Crec 1.33% 67.28%
German 50 0.20% 10.29%
Russian 32 0.13% 6.58%
Scandinavian languages 24 0.10% 4.94%
African languages 23 0.09% 4.73%
Korean 19 0.08% 3.91%
French 0.04% 2.26%

Franklin County

Spanish oSpanish Creole 1.08% 69.93%
Urdu 91 0.17% 10.99%
Chinese 58 0.11% 7.00%
Japanese 37 0.07% 4.47%
Russian 23 0.04% 2.78%
German 17 0.03% 2.05%
Other Asian languages 12 0.02% 1.45%
Italian 0.02% 1.33%

Frederick County
Spanish or Spanish Crec 1,639 2.14% 76.48%
Vietnamese 99 0.13% 4.62%
Korean 60 0.08% 2.80%
Tagalog 58 0.08% 2.71%
Persian 53 0.07% 2.47%
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African languages 46 0.06% 2.15%

Arabic 42 0.05% 1.96%
Chinese 31 0.04% 1.45%
Guijarati 21 0.03% 0.98%
Thai 21 0.03% 0.98%
Italian 18 0.02% 0.84%
Urdu 18 0.02% 0.84%
French 16 0.02% 0.75%
Hungarian 10 0.01% 0.47%
Other Indic languages 6 0.01% 0.28%
Other Pacific Island 3

languages 0.00% 0.14%
German 2 0.00% 0.09%

Giles County
German 0.57% 73.02%
Chinese 28 0.17% 22.22%
Greek 4 0.02% 3.17%
Spanish or Spanish Crec 2 0.01% 1.59%

Gloucester County

Spanish or Spanish Crec 0.29% 51.24%
Tagalog 23 0.07% 11.44%
German 21 0.06% 10.45%
Portuguese or 20

Portuguese Creole 0.06% 9.95%
Scandinavian languages 20 0.06% 9.95%
Italian 14 0.04% 6.97%




Spanish or Spanish Crec 179 0.86% 51.88%
Korean 34 0.16% 9.86%
German 29 0.14% 8.41%
African languages 26 0.12% 7.54%
Greek 24 0.12% 6.96%
Chinese 23 0.11% 6.67%
French 19 0.09% 5.51%
Arabic 0.05% 3.19%

Spanish or Spanish Crec 0.98% 94.81%
Arabic 6 0.04% 3.90%
German 0.01% 1.30%

Spanish or Spanish Crec 2.33% 83.40%
Chinese 46 0.26% 9.31%
Thai 19 0.11% 3.85%
Other Asian languages 9 0.05% 1.82%
French 7 0.04% 1.42%
Other and unspecified 1

languages 0.01% 0.20%
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Greensville County

Spanish or Spanisreole 1.14% 93.43%
Arabic 0.08% 6.57%

Halifax County

Spanish or Spanish Crec 0.73% 63.50%
Other West Germanic 39

languages 0.12% 10.03%
Other Asian languages 31 0.09% 7.97%
German 23 0.07% 5.91%
Tagalog 17 0.05% 4.37%
Korean 16 0.05% 4.11%
French 7 0.02% 1.80%
African languages 3 0.01% 0.77%
Chinese 2 0.01% 0.51%
Other and unspecified 5

languages 0.01% 0.51%
Italian 1 0.00% 0.26%
Scandinavian languages 1 0.00% 0.26%

Hanover County

Spanish or Spanish

Creole 0.80% 53.92%
Chinese 138 0.14% 9.66%
Vietnamese 71 0.07% 4.97%
Korean 62 0.06% 4.34%
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German 61 0.06% 4.27%

Hungarian 57 0.06% 3.99%
Persian 49 0.05% 3.43%
Tagalog 47 0.05% 3.29%
Italian 28 0.03% 1.96%
Hindi 22 0.02% 1.54%
Japanese 22 0.02% 1.54%
Gujarati 19 0.02% 1.33%
Thai 18 0.02% 1.26%
African languages 18 0.02% 1.26%
Other Indic languages 17 0.02% 1.19%
Other Pacific Island 12

languages 0.01% 0.84%
Arabic 8 0.01% 0.56%
Other Slavic languages 6 0.01% 0.42%
French 3 0.00% 0.21%
Total LEP Population 1,428 1.48%

Total County Population 96,507

Henrico County

Number of  Percent of County Percent of LEP Populatio

~anoage IISErF;ulation E:E;E:;Oen Speaing SR LN
Spanish or Spanish Crec 5,942 1.99% 34.50%
Vietnamese 1,701 0.57% 9.88%
Other Asian languages 1,354 0.45% 7.86%
Chinese 1,284 0.43% 7.45%
Arabic 940 0.31% 5.46%
Other Indic languages 916 0.31% 5.32%
African languages 615 0.21% 3.57%
Russian 608 0.20% 3.53%
SerbeCroatian 457 0.15% 2.65%
Hindi 372 0.12% 2.16%
Korean 360 0.12% 2.09%
Mon-Khmer 353 0.12% 2.05%
Greek 271 0.09% 1.57%
Gujarati 265 0.09% 1.54%
French 261 0.09% 1.52%
Portuguese or 259

Portuguese Creole 0.08% 1.46%
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Tagalog 245 0.08% 1.42%

Persian 217 0.07% 1.26%
Urdu 137 0.05% 0.80%
Japanese 120 0.04% 0.70%
Other Slavic languages 97 0.03% 0.56%
Italian 82 0.03% 0.48%
German 67 0.02% 0.39%
Thai 58 0.02% 0.34%
Other Pacific Island 54

languages 0.02% 0.31%
Other IndeEuropean 46

languages 0.02% 0.27%
Other West Germanic 43

languages 0.01% 0.25%
French Creole 38 0.01% 0.22%
Laotian 27 0.01% 0.16%
Hungarian 15 0.01% 0.09%
Scandinavian languages 13 0.00% 0.08%
Polish 9 0.00% 0.05%
Hebrew 4 0.00% 0.02%
Other and unspecified 5

languages 0.00% 0.01%
Total LEP Population 17,225 5.77%

Total County Population 298,491

Henry County

NI 57 @ Percent_ o County_ Percent of LEP Populatiol

Language LEP Population Speaking .
: Speaking Language

Population Language
Spanish or Spanish Crec 1,454 2.92% 87.17%
Other Asian languages 54 0.11% 3.24%
Vietnamese 47 0.09% 2.82%
German 22 0.04% 1.32%
Japanese 18 0.04% 1.08%
Gujarati 17 0.03% 1.02%
Chinese 17 0.03% 1.02%
Other IndeEuropean 13
languages 0.03% 0.78%
Korean 13 0.03% 0.78%
Portuguese or 8
Portuguese Creole 0.02% 0.48%
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Other Pacific Island 5
languages 0.01% 0.30%

Highland County

Spanish or Spanish Crec 0.27% 100.00%

Isle of Wight County
Spanish or Spanish Crec 0.97% 70.15%
Italian 54 0.16% 11.51%
Other Slavic languages 48 0.14% 10.23%
German 25 0.07% 5.33%
Korean 9 0.03% 1.92%
Tagalog 0.01% 0.85%

James City County

Spanish or Spanish Crec 1.47% 56.92%
Korean 132 0.20% 7.58%
Chinese 121 0.18% 6.95%
Arabic 107 0.16% 6.15%
Vietnamese 82 0.12% 4.71%
Tagalog 61 0.09% 3.50%
Russian 58 0.09% 3.33%
Other Indic languages 46 0.07% 2.64%
French 28 0.04% 1.61%
Other IndeEuropean 23

languages 0.03% 1.32%
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German 20 0.03% 1.15%

French Creole 19 0.03% 1.09%
Greek 18 0.03% 1.03%
Japanese 13 0.02% 0.75%
Italian 11 0.02% 0.63%
Hindi 0.02% 0.63%

Spanish or Spanish Crec 2.36% 86.49%
Thai 13 0.19% 7.03%
Arabic 0.18% 6.49%

Spanish or Spanish Crec 48 0.21% 30.77%
Vietnamese 36 0.16% 23.08%
Hindi 19 0.08% 12.18%
German 15 0.06% 9.62%
Chinese 15 0.06% 9.62%
Thai 9 0.04% 5.77%
Arabic 8 0.03% 5.13%
Korean 6 0.03% 3.85%
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Spanish or Spanish Crec 0.48% 52.94%
Vietnamese 43 0.28% 31.62%
French 0.14% 15.44%

Spanish or Spanish Crec 0.44% 67.14%
Portuguese or 21

Portuguese Creole 0.20% 30.00%
Chinese 1 0.01% 1.43%
Viethamese 0.01% 1.43%

Spanish or Spanish Crec 0.57% 90.67%
Laotian 0.06% 9.33%

Spanish or Spanish Crec 15,567 4.82% 48.52%
Chinese 1,997 0.62% 6.22%
Other Indic languages 1,805 0.56% 5.63%
Vietnamese 1,680 0.52% 5.24%
Persian 1,423 0.44% 4.43%
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Other Asian languages
Korean

Arabic

Hindi

Tagalog

Urdu

French
Africanlanguages

Gujarati
Portuguese or
Portuguese Creole

Mon-Khmer
Russian

Thai

Other IndeEuropean
languages

German

OtherPacific Island
languages

SerbeCroatian
Greek
Japanese

Other Slavic languages
Other West Germanic
languages

Polish

French Creole
Italian
Armenian
Laotian
Hungarian

Hebrew

Other Native North
American languages
Scandinavian languages
Other and unspecified
languages

Total LEP Population
Total County Population

1,407
1,225
997
876
765
714
470
410
407

300

281
280
276

208
201
163

147
84
63
51

45

44
37
30
29
25
25
18

15
13
8

32,086
323,239
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0.44%
0.38%
0.31%
0.27%
0.24%
0.22%
0.15%
0.13%
0.13%

0.09%
0.09%
0.09%
0.09%

0.06%
0.06%

0.05%
0.05%
0.03%
0.02%
0.02%

0.01%
0.01%
0.01%
0.01%
0.01%
0.01%
0.01%
0.01%

0.00%
0.00%

0.00%
9.93%

4.39%
3.82%
3.11%
2.73%
2.38%
2.23%
1.46%
1.28%
1.27%

0.93%
0.88%
0.87%
0.86%

0.65%
0.63%

0.51%
0.46%
0.26%
0.20%
0.16%

0.14%
0.14%
0.12%
0.09%
0.09%
0.08%
0.08%
0.06%

0.05%
0.04%

0.02%



Spanish or Spanisreole 0.96%
Chinese 92 0.29%
Armenian 17 0.05%
Korean 14 0.04%
SerboeCroatian 13 0.04%
Russian 12 0.04%
Italian 10 0.03%
Other Indic languages 5 0.02%
French 0.01%

65.19%
19.41%
3.59%
2.95%
2.74%
2.53%
2.11%
1.05%
0.42%

Spanish or Spanish Crec 210 1.76%
Persian 44 0.37%
African languages 4 0.03%
Hindi 2 0.02%
French 1 0.01%
Chinese 1 0.01%
‘Total LEP Population 262 219%
‘Total County Population 11,956

80.15%
16.79%
1.53%
0.76%
0.38%
0.38%



Spanish or Spanish Crec 0.34% 45.65%
Persian 19 0.15% 20.65%
Other West Germanic 17

languages 0.14% 18.48%
Portuguese or 7

Portuguese Creole 0.06% 7.61%
Africanlanguages 0.06% 7.61%

Spanish oBpanish Creole 0.39% 91.89%
Other Pacific Island 3
languages 0.03% 8.11%

Spanish or Spanish Crec 0.53% 49.08%
Persian 115 0.38% 35.28%
Vietnamese 19 0.06% 5.83%
French 15 0.05% 4.60%
Japanese 6 0.02% 1.84%
Tagalog 6 0.02% 1.84%
German 0.02% 1.53%
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Middlesex County

Number of  Percent of County Percent of LEP Populatiol

Language LEP Population Speakin :

e Population Lar?guage i ° PR LM
Spanish or Spanish Crec 44 0.43% 86.27%
German 4 0.04% 7.84%
Other and unspecified 3
languages 0.03% 5.88%
Total LEP Population 51 0.49%

Total County Population 10,335

Montgomery County
A UISET @ Percent_ o County_ Percent of LEPopulation
Language LEP Population Speaking :
: Speaking Language
Population Language
Chinese 1,085 1.18% 36.25%
Korean 400 0.43% 13.36%
Spanish or Spanish Crec 382 0.41% 12.76%
Arabic 333 0.36% 11.13%
Persian 264 0.29% 8.82%
Other Asian languages 60 0.07% 2.00%
Vietnamese 56 0.06% 1.87%
Other Slavitanguages 55 0.06% 1.84%
Gujarati 53 0.06% 1.77%
Russian 47 0.05% 1.57%
Other Pacific Island 31
languages 0.03% 1.04%
Polish 29 0.03% 0.97%
Other Indic languages 28 0.03% 0.94%
French 27 0.03% 0.90%
Tagalog 27 0.03% 0.90%
Italian 24 0.03% 0.80%
Other IndeEuropean 24
languages 0.03% 0.80%
Hungarian 20 0.02% 0.67%
German 19 0.02% 0.63%
Portuguese or 18
Portuguese Creole 0.02% 0.60%
Japanese 11 0.01% 0.37%
Total LEP Population 2,993 3.25%
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German 0.47% 48.91%
Spanish or Spanish Creo 38 0.27% 27.74%
Thai 23 0.16% 16.79%
Tagalog 0.06% 6.57%

Spanish or Spanish Creo 0.19% 35.29%
French 21 0.11% 20.59%
German 17 0.09% 16.67%
Chinese 14 0.08% 13.73%
Scandinavian languages 12 0.06% 11.76%
Arabic 0.01% 1.96%

Spanish or Spanish Crec 3.25% 79.78%
Tagalog 41 0.36% 8.82%
Gujarati 29 0.25% 6.24%
German 9 0.08% 1.94%
French Creole 6 0.05% 1.29%
Italian 5 0.04% 1.08%
Other and unspecified 4

languages 0.04% 0.86%
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Northumberland County

Spanish or Spanish Crec 0.17% 60.61%
German 7 0.06% 21.21%
Other Asian languages 0.05% 18.18%

Nottoway County
Spanish or Spanish Crec 1.72% 71.33%
Mon-Khmer S7 0.48% 19.93%
Other and unspecified 16
languages 0.14% 5.59%
French 5 0.04% 1.75%
African languages 0.03% 1.40%

Orange County
Spanish or Spanish Crec 2.35% 76.57%
Gujarati 38 0.12% 3.79%
French 36 0.11% 3.59%
German 35 0.11% 3.49%
Tagalog 28 0.09% 2.79%
Thai 25 0.08% 2.49%
Persian 20 0.06% 1.99%
Polish 15 0.05% 1.50%
Chinese 12 0.04% 1.20%
Russian 10 0.03% 1.00%
Urdu 7 0.02% 0.70%
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Portuguese or 5
Portuguese Creole 0.02% 0.50%

Other Indic languages 0.01% 0.40%

Page County
Spanish or Spanish Crec 0.16% 33.96%
Hindi 14 0.06% 13.21%
German 11 0.05% 10.38%
Chinese 11 0.05% 10.38%
Persian 10 0.04% 9.43%
Polish 9 0.04% 8.49%
Korean 6 0.03% 5.66%
Tagalog 5 0.02% 4.72%
Thai 4 0.02% 3.77%

Patrick County
Spanish or Spanish Crec 1.58% 95.19%
German 12 0.07% 4.12%
Arabic 0.01% 0.69%

Pittsylvania County

Spanish or Spanish

Creole 1.00% 84.70%
SerboeCroatian 36 0.06% 5.10%
German 20 0.03% 2.83%
French 17 0.03% 2.41%
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Persian 12 0.02% 1.70%

Mon-Khmer 11 0.02% 1.56%
Italian 4 0.01% 0.57%
Korean 4 0.01% 0.57%
Arabic 0.01% 0.57%

Powhatan County

Spanish or Spanish Crec 0.48% 71.67%
Russian 16 0.06% 8.89%
Chinese 16 0.06% 8.89%
African languages 12 0.04% 6.67%
Other Native North

American languages 0.03% 3.89%

Prince Edward County

Spanish or Spanish Crec 1.36% 85.03%
Tagalog 34 0.15% 9.60%
French 0.09% 5.37%

Prince George County

Spanish or Spanish Crec 1.40% 56.46%
Other Asian languages 63 0.18% 7.20%
OtherIndic languages 49 0.14% 5.60%
Korean 34 0.10% 3.89%
French Creole 32 0.09% 3.66%
Persian 31 0.09% 3.54%
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French 30 0.08% 3.43%

Hebrew 27 0.08% 3.09%
Portuguese or 18

Portuguese Creole 0.05% 2.06%
Italian 14 0.04% 1.60%
German 13 0.04% 1.49%
Arabic 13 0.04% 1.49%
Navajo 12 0.03% 1.37%
Vietnamese 11 0.03% 1.26%
Urdu 9 0.03% 1.03%
Japanese 9 0.03% 1.03%
Gujarati 6 0.02% 0.69%
Other IndeEuropean 6

languages 0.02% 0.69%
Polish 4 0.01% 0.46%
Total LEP Population 875 2.48%

Total CountyPopulation 35,309

Prince William County

Percent of County

Number of LEP Percent of LEP Populatiol

Language Population e SREELde Speaking Language
Language

Spanish or Spanish Crec 30,501 7.57% 65.15%
Vietnamese 2,256 0.56% 4.82%
Korean 2,191 0.54% 4.68%
African languages 2,185 0.54% 4.67%
Urdu 1,481 0.37% 3.16%
Other Indic languages 1,166 0.29% 2.49%
Arabic 894 0.22% 1.91%
Chinese 887 0.22% 1.89%
Persian 877 0.22% 1.87%
Tagalog 757 0.19% 1.62%
Other IndeEuropean 558

languages 0.14% 1.19%
French 333 0.08% 0.71%
Mon-Khmer 330 0.08% 0.70%
Russian 318 0.08% 0.68%
Thai 235 0.06% 0.50%
Other Asian languages 196 0.05% 0.42%
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Other Pacific Island

languages L 0.05% 0.41%
Hindi 175 0.04% 0.37%
Gujarati 166 0.04% 0.35%
Laotian 165 0.04% 0.35%
Portuguese or 158

Portuguese Creole 0.04% 0.34%
German 150 0.04% 0.32%
Japanese 110 0.03% 0.23%
French Creole 100 0.02% 0.21%
Other_ Native North 94

American languages 0.02% 0.20%
Other Slavic languages 88 0.02% 0.19%
Otherand unspecified 63

languages 0.02% 0.13%
SerbaCroatian 60 0.01% 0.13%
Polish 39 0.01% 0.08%
Italian 34 0.01% 0.07%
Greek 33 0.01% 0.07%
Scandinavian languages 30 0.01% 0.06%
Total LEP Population 46,820 11.63%

Total County Population 402,705

Pulaski County

Percent of County

Number of LEP Percent of LEP Populatiol

Language Population S Sl e Speaking Language
Language

Spanish or Spanish Crec 166 0.51% 73.45%
Russian 29 0.09% 12.83%
Chinese 12 0.04% 5.31%
German 12 0.04% 5.31%
French 7 0.02% 3.10%
Total LEP Population 226 0.69%

Total County Population 32,827

Rappahannock County

Percent of County

Number of LEP Population Speaking

Percent of LEP Populatiol
Language

Population Language Speaking Language
Spanistor Spanish Creol 207 2.93% 84.49%
Tagalog 33 0.47% 13.47%
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Russian S) 0.07% 2.04%
Total LEP Population 245 3.46%
Total County Population 7,075

Richmond County

Percent of County

Number of LEP Population Speaking

Percent of LEP Populatiol
Language

Population Language Speaking Language
Spanish or Spanish Crec 440 5.09% 78.15%
Vietnamese 123 1.42% 21.85%
Total LEP Population 563 6.52%
Total County Population 8,641

Roanoke County

Language Number_ of LEP Ei;ﬁg&gfggg;iing Percer_1t of LEP Populatiol

Population Language Speaking Language
Spanish or Spanish Crec 592 0.66% 30.77%
Vietnamese 284 0.32% 14.76%
Gujarati 271 0.30% 14.09%
African languages 194 0.22% 10.08%
SerboeCroatian 79 0.09% 4.11%
Tagalog 77 0.09% 4.00%
Hindi 74 0.08% 3.85%
French 65 0.07% 3.38%
Korean 40 0.04% 2.08%
Russian 36 0.04% 1.87%
Other Asian languages 36 0.04% 1.87%
German 35 0.04% 1.82%
Japanese 34 0.04% 1.77%
French Creole 33 0.04% 1.72%
Other IndeEuropean o8
languages 0.03% 1.46%
Chinese 19 0.02% 0.99%
Persian 14 0.02% 0.73%
Italian 8 0.01% 0.42%
Other_ Native North 3
American languages 0.00% 0.16%
Other and unspecified 5
languages 0.00% 0.10%
Total LEP Population 1,924 2.16%
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Total County Population 89,106

Rockbridge County

Percent of County

Number of LEP Percent of LEP Populatiol

Language Population E;E;ﬁéoen ST Speaking Language
Spanish or Spanish Crec 113 0.53% 54.85%
French 5 0.02% 2.43%
Italian 30 0.14% 14.56%
German 12 0.06% 5.83%
Greek 5 0.02% 2.43%
Korean 18 0.08% 8.74%
Vietnamese 22 0.10% 10.68%
Other and unspecified 1

languages 0.00% 0.49%
Total LEP Population 206 0.96%

Total County Population 21,388

Rockingham County

Percent of County

Number of LEP Percent of LEP Populatiol

Language Population E:r?;ﬁ;oen STpEEe Speaking Language
Spanish or Spanish Crec 1,942 2.64% 75.71%
Russian 197 0.27% 7.68%
Other Slavic languages 71 0.10% 2.77%
SerbeCroatian 66 0.09% 2.57%
Italian 47 0.06% 1.83%
Urdu 42 0.06% 1.64%
Korean 41 0.06% 1.60%
Other IndeEuropean a8

languages 0.05% 1.48%
Arabic 34 0.05% 1.33%
Vietnamese 22 0.03% 0.86%
Portuguese or 15

Portuguese Creole 0.02% 0.58%
Gujarati 14 0.02% 0.55%
Tagalog 11 0.01% 0.43%
Scandinaviatanguages 10 0.01% 0.39%
Japanese 8 0.01% 0.31%
Hungarian 7 0.01% 0.27%
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Russell County

Spanish or Spanish Crec 0.40% 57.84%
Other Asian languages 49 0.18% 26.49%
Portuguese or 14

Portuguese Creole 0.05% 7.57%
Korean 14 0.05% 7.57%
African languages 0.00% 0.54%

Scott County
Spanish or Spanish Crec 0.26% 58.51%
Persian 19 0.09% 20.21%
Chinese 12 0.06% 12.77%
Other Pacific Island 5
languages 0.02% 5.32%
Vietnamese 0.01% 3.19%

Shenandoah County

Spanish or Spanish Crec 1,400 3.47% 84.49%
Chinese 69 0.17% 4.16%
Vietnamese 43 0.11% 2.60%
Korean 37 0.09% 2.23%
German 25 0.06% 1.51%
Russian 21 0.05% 1.27%
Other IndeEuropean 21

languages 0.05% 1.27%
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French 12 0.03% 0.72%

Japanese 12 0.03% 0.72%
Polish 7 0.02% 0.42%
Tagalog 5 0.01% 0.30%
Other and unspecified

languages 0.01% 0.30%

Smyth County
Spanish or Spanish Crec 0.52% 67.67%
Tagalog 10 0.03% 4.31%
Korean 12 0.04% 5.17%
Chinese 13 0.04% 5.60%
Other Indic languages 19 0.06% 8.19%
German 0.07% 9.05%

Southampton County

Portuguese or

Portuguese Creole 0.08% 48.28%
Spanish or Spanish Crec 7 0.04% 24.14%
Hindi 6 0.03% 20.69%
Guijarati 0.01% 6.90%

Spotsylvania County
Spanish or Spanish Crec 2,578 2.15% 63.64%
Vietnamese 304 0.25% 7.50%
Arabic 125 0.10% 3.09%



Gujarati 123 0.10% 3.04%

Chinese 121 0.10% 2.99%
Tagalog 107 0.09% 2.64%
Urdu 100 0.08% 2.47%
Korean 87 0.07% 2.15%
African languages 75 0.06% 1.85%
Other Asian languages 75 0.06% 1.85%
Japanese 63 0.05% 1.56%
German 42 0.04% 1.04%
Other Indic languages 38 0.03% 0.94%
Persian 35 0.03% 0.86%
Other Slavic languages 33 0.03% 0.81%
Other IndeEuropean 30

languages 0.03% 0.74%
Laotian 27 0.02% 0.67%
Russian 20 0.02% 0.49%
French 20 0.02% 0.49%
Other West Germanic 18

languages 0.02% 0.44%
Thai 9 0.01% 0.22%
Other Pacific Island 3

languages 0.01% 0.20%
SerbeCroatian 7 0.01% 0.17%
Other_ Native North 6

American languages 0.01% 0.15%
Total LEP Population 4,051 3.38%

Total County Population 119,687

Stafford County

Percent of County

Number of LEP Percent of LEP Populatiol

Language Population AP Speaking Language
Language

Spanish or Spanish Crec 3,487 2.72% 61.82%
Korean 361 0.28% 6.40%
Chinese 242 0.19% 4.29%
African languages 229 0.18% 4.06%
French 226 0.18% 4.01%
Urdu 202 0.16% 3.58%
Tagalog 105 0.08% 1.86%
Other IndeEuropean 101

languages 0.08% 1.79%
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German 81 0.06% 1.44%

Japanese 78 0.06% 1.38%
Persian 70 0.05% 1.24%
Vietnamese 62 0.05% 1.10%
Portuguese or 55

Portuguese Creole 0.04% 0.98%
Arabic o4 0.04% 0.96%
French Creole 49 0.04% 0.87%
Other Asian languages 47 0.04% 0.83%
Russian 44 0.03% 0.78%
Italian 43 0.03% 0.76%
Other Pacific Island 37

languages 0.03% 0.66%
Hindi 17 0.01% 0.30%
Gujarati 15 0.01% 0.27%
Other Indic languages 14 0.01% 0.25%
Thai 14 0.01% 0.25%
Hungarian 0.01% 0.14%

Surry County

Spanish or Spanish Crec 0.14% 100.00%

Sussex County

Spanish or Spanish Crec 0.91% 98.10%
Other Pacific Island 1
languages 0.01% 0.95%

African languages
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Tazewell County

Spanish or Spanish Crec 0.32% 57.39%
Other West Germanic 26

languages 0.06% 11.30%
German 20 0.05% 8.70%
Arabic 20 0.05% 8.70%
Urdu 17 0.04% 7.39%
Armenian 5 0.01% 2.17%
Africanlanguages 4 0.01% 1.74%
Greek 3 0.01% 1.30%
Other Slavic languages 3 0.01% 1.30%

Warren County

Spanish or Spanish Crec 0.74% 54.58%
Chinese 58 0.16% 11.81%
Arabic S7 0.16% 11.61%
Vietnamese 39 0.11% 7.94%
Gujarati 17 0.05% 3.46%
German 15 0.04% 3.05%
Korean 12 0.03% 2.44%
Hindi 9 0.02% 1.83%
Japanese 8 0.02% 1.63%
Tagalog 0.02% 1.63%

Washington County




Spanish or Spanish Crec 116 0.22% 41.13%

Urdu 49 0.09% 17.38%
Arabic 40 0.08% 14.18%
French 31 0.06% 10.99%
Chinese 22 0.04% 7.80%
Italian 13 0.02% 4.61%
Vietnamese 5 0.01% 1.77%
Japanese 4 0.01% 1.42%
Korean 2 0.00% 0.71%
Total LERPopulation 282 0.54%

Total County Population 52,234

Westmoreland County

Percent of County

Number of LEP Percent of LEP Populatiol

Language Population O] ST il Speaking Language
Language

Spanish or Spanish Crec 344 2.07% 85.79%
Chinese 22 0.13% 5.49%
Other Slavic languages 19 0.11% 4.74%
Italian 8 0.05% 2.00%
African languages 8 0.05% 2.00%
Total LEP Population 401 2.42%
Total County Population 16,585

Wise County

Percent of County

Number of LEP Percent of LEP Populatiol

Language Population S Sl e Speaking Language
Language

Spanish or Spanish Crec 192 0.50% 56.14%
French 58 0.15% 16.96%
German 28 0.07% 8.19%
Arabic 13 0.03% 3.80%
Other and unspecified 12

languages 0.03% 3.51%
African languages 10 0.03% 2.92%
Russian 8 0.02% 2.34%
Urdu 7 0.02% 2.05%
SerboeCroatian 6 0.02% 1.75%
Japanese 4 0.01% 1.17%
Thai 4 0.01% 1.17%
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Total LEP Population 342 0.89%
Total County Population 38,218

Wythe County

Percent of County

Number of LEP Population Speaking

Percent of LEP Populatiol
Language

Population Language Speaking Language
Spanish or Spanish Crec 126 0.45% 42.00%
Guijarati 73 0.26% 24.33%
Vietnamese 40 0.14% 13.33%
Chinese 37 0.13% 12.33%
Other Asian languages 19 0.07% 6.33%
Other West Germanic 5
languages 0.02% 1.67%
Total LEP Population 300 1.08%
Total County Population 27,791

York County

Percent of County

Number of LEP Population Speaking

Percent of LEP Populatiol
Language

Population Language Speaking Language

African languages 2,806 4.47% 55.19%
Spanish or Spanish Crec 584 0.93% 11.49%
Korean 371 0.59% 7.30%
Vietnamese 229 0.36% 4.50%
Chinese 209 0.33% 4.11%
Russian 147 0.23% 2.89%
Other Asian languages 114 0.18% 2.24%
Japanese 89 0.14% 1.75%
French 88 0.14% 1.73%
Gujarati 84 0.13% 1.65%
German 72 0.11% 1.42%
Greek 46 0.07% 0.90%
Tagalog 43 0.07% 0.85%
Other Indic languages 36 0.06% 0.71%
Italian 27 0.04% 0.53%
Portuguese or 57

Portuguese Creole 0.04% 0.53%
Other IndeEuropean 27

languages 0.04% 0.53%
Other Slavic languages 25 0.04% 0.49%
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Persian 24 0.04% 0.47%

Arabic 17 0.03% 0.33%
Other Native North 12

American languages 0.02% 0.24%
Hindi 7 0.01% 0.14%
Total LEP Population 5,084 8.09%

Total County Population 62,837

Alexandria City

Percent of County

Number of LEP Percent of LEP Populatiol

Language Population E;E;Eﬂgoen ST Speaking Language
Spanish or Spanish Crec 8,500 6.15% 52.49%
African languages 2,806 2.03% 17.33%
Arabic 1,330 0.96% 8.21%
Korean o771 0.42% 3.56%
Chinese 491 0.36% 3.03%
Other Indic languages 366 0.26% 2.26%
Persian 273 0.20% 1.69%
French 257 0.19% 1.59%
Tagalog 246 0.18% 1.52%
French Creole 176 0.13% 1.09%
Other IndeEuropean 148

languages 0.11% 0.91%
Urdu 118 0.09% 0.73%
Russian 94 0.07% 0.58%
Portuguese or 93

Portuguese Creole 0.07% 0.57%
Vietnamese 88 0.06% 0.54%
German 80 0.06% 0.49%
Laotian 77 0.06% 0.48%
Japanese 75 0.05% 0.46%
Other Asian languages 69 0.05% 0.43%
Other Slavic languages 59 0.04% 0.36%
Italian 52 0.04% 0.32%
Hindi 44 0.03% 0.27%
Other Pacific Island 42

languages 0.03% 0.26%
Thai 40 0.03% 0.25%
Greek 25 0.02% 0.15%
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Scandinavian languages 21 0.02% 0.13%

Hebrew 15 0.01% 0.09%
Mon-Khmer 12 0.01% 0.07%
Polish 10 0.01% 0.06%
SerboeCroatian 0.01% 0.06%

Bristol City
Chinese 0.48% 73.15%
Spanish or Spanish Crec 17 0.10% 15.74%
Polish 0.07% 11.11%

Buena Vista City
Spanish or Spanish Crec 0.40% 60.98%
French 0.25% 39.02%

Charlottesville City

Spanish or Spanish Crec 1.71% 30.42%
Chinese 568 1.33% 23.77%
Arabic 385 0.90% 16.11%
Other Asian languages 117 0.27% 4.90%
Other Indic languages 105 0.25% 4.39%
French 93 0.22% 3.89%
African languages 84 0.20% 3.51%
Persian 72 0.17% 3.01%
Korean 69 0.16% 2.89%
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Thai
Other West Germanic
languages

Hindi

Italian

Guijarati
Tagalog
Polish
SerboeCroatian

Viethamese
Other Native North
American languages

Total LEP Population
Total City Population

Language

Spanish or Spanish Crec
Tagalog

Chinese

Korean

German
Vietnamese
African languages
French

Guijarati

Russian

Hindi

Greek

Other Pacific Island
languages

Italian

Urdu

Arabic

Thai

French Creole
SerbeCroatian
Armenian

57
34

21
16
14
12
5
5
5

1

2,390
42,611

0.13%

0.08%
0.05%
0.04%
0.03%
0.03%
0.01%
0.01%
0.01%

0.00%
5.61%

Chesapeake City

Number of LEP
Population

1,404
577
558
200
191
160
116

96
94
78
76
75

60

52
44
44
33
24
18
17

Percent of County

Population Speaking

Language
0.65%
0.27%
0.26%
0.09%
0.09%
0.07%
0.05%
0.04%
0.04%
0.04%
0.04%
0.03%

0.03%
0.02%
0.02%
0.02%
0.02%
0.01%
0.01%
0.01%
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2.38%

1.42%
0.88%
0.67%
0.59%
0.50%
0.21%
0.21%
0.21%

0.04%

Percent of LEP Populatiol

Speaking Language
35.26%
14.49%
14.01%
5.02%
4.80%
4.02%
2.91%
2.41%
2.36%
1.96%
1.91%
1.88%

1.51%
1.31%
1.10%
1.10%
0.83%
0.60%
0.45%
0.43%



Other IndeEuropean

languages 14 0.01% 0.35%
Polish 11 0.01% 0.28%
Japanese 11 0.01% 0.28%
Other Indic languages 8 0.00% 0.20%
Scandinavian languages 6 0.00% 0.15%
Navajo 6 0.00% 0.15%
Other Asian languages S) 0.00% 0.13%
Laotian 4 0.00% 0.10%
Total LEP Population 3,982 1.84%

Total City Population 216,096

Colonial Heights City

Percent of County

Number of LEP Percent of LEP Populatiol

Language Population Egﬁgﬁgoen S Speaking Language
Spanish or Spanish Crec 235 1.43% 36.15%
Arabic 112 0.68% 17.23%
Guijarati 66 0.40% 10.15%
Chinese 23 0.32% 8.15%
Korean 38 0.23% 5.85%
German 32 0.19% 4.92%
Japanese 31 0.19% 4.77%
Vietnamese 29 0.18% 4.46%
Urdu 19 0.12% 2.92%
Russian 12 0.07% 1.85%
Hindi <) 0.05% 1.38%
Italian 8 0.05% 1.23%
French 6 0.04% 0.92%
Total LEP Population 650 3.95%
Total City Population 16,457
Danville City

Language Number of LEP Egrcuelgfi;:%ogg%n Percent of LEP Populatiol

guag Population Larrl)guage P 9 Speaking Language
Spanish or Spanish Crec 353 0.89% 55.94%
Gujarati 112 0.28% 17.75%
Chinese 49 0.12% 7.77%
Hindi 41 0.10% 6.50%
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Urdu
Portuguese or
Portuguese Creole

SerboeCroatian
French

Japanese

Greek

Korean

Vietnamese

Total LEP Population
Total CityPopulation

Language

Spanish or Spanish Crec
Vietnamese

Tagalog

African languages

Total LEP Population
Total City Population

Language

Spanish or Spanish Crec
Korean

Chinese

Other Indic languages
Vietnamese

Arabic
Portuguese or
Portuguese Creole

Other Asian languages
Urdu

French
Other IndeEuropean
languages

Hindi

15 0.04% 2.38%
13 0.03% 2.06%
13 0.03% 2.06%
8 0.02% 1.27%
8 0.02% 1.27%
7 0.02% 1.11%
6 0.02% 0.95%
6 0.02% 0.95%
631 1.59%
39,726
Emporia City

Percent of County

Number of LEP Population Speaking

Population Language Speaking Language
162 3.02% 78.26%
15 0.28% 7.25%
15 0.28% 7.25%
15 0.28% 7.25%
207 3.85%
5,373
Fairfax City

Percent of LEP
Population Speaking

Percent of County

Number of LEP Population Speaking

Population

Language Language
1,306 5.97% 42.64%
413 1.89% 13.48%
251 1.15% 8.19%
211 0.96% 6.89%
193 0.88% 6.30%
163 0.74% 5.32%
80 0.37% 2.61%
79 0.36% 2.58%
63 0.29% 2.06%
48 0.22% 1.57%
43 0.20% 1.40%
42 0.19% 1.37%
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Tagalog 34 0.16% 1.11%

African languages 33 0.15% 1.08%
Mon-Khmer 32 0.15% 1.04%
Thai 25 0.11% 0.82%
Japanese 16 0.07% 0.52%
Gujarati 11 0.05% 0.36%
German 7 0.03% 0.23%
Persian 7 0.03% 0.23%
Laotian 6 0.03% 0.20%
Total LEP Population 3,063 14.00%

Total City Population 21,881

Falls Church City

Number of Percent of County Percent of LEP
Language LEP PopulationSpeaking Population Speaking

Population Language Language
Spanish or Spanish Creol 204 1.63% 26.70%
Viethnamese 113 0.90% 14.79%
Russian 65 0.52% 8.51%
Other Indic languages 63 0.50% 8.25%
Mon-Khmer 61 0.49% 7.98%
Chinese 58 0.46% 7.59%
Tagalog 57 0.46% 7.46%
Greek 25 0.20% 3.27%
Korean 24 0.19% 3.14%
Other West Germanic 17
languages 0.14% 2.23%
Hindi 17 0.14% 2.23%
Thai 16 0.13% 2.09%
Persian 15 0.12% 1.96%
Armenian 12 0.10% 1.57%
Italian 10 0.08% 1.31%
Other Pacific Island 7
languages 0.06% 0.92%
Total LEP Population 764 6.11%
Total City Population 12,504

Fredericksburg City
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Spanish or Spanish Creol 3.26% 68.80%
Chinese 88 0.35% 7.30%
Vietnamese 53 0.21% 4.40%
Arabic 49 0.19% 4.07%
German 34 0.13% 2.82%
Other IndeEuropean 29

languages 0.11% 2.41%
Korean 28 0.11% 2.32%
Urdu 23 0.09% 1.91%
French 22 0.09% 1.83%
Greek 19 0.07% 1.58%
African languages 18 0.07% 1.49%
Hebrew 0.05% 1.08%

Galax City
Spanish or Spanish Creo 7.50% 99.40%
French 0.05% 0.60%

Hampton City
Spanish or Spanish Crec 1,144 0.89% 42.28%
Vietnamese 499 0.39% 18.44%
Arabic 253 0.20% 9.35%
Tagalog 152 0.12% 5.62%
French 125 0.10% 4.62%
Other Indic languages 100 0.08% 3.70%
Korean 68 0.05% 2.51%
Chinese 65 0.05% 2.40%
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Greek 53 0.04% 1.96%

Other Asian languages 49 0.04% 1.81%
Gujarati 44 0.03% 1.63%
German 43 0.03% 1.59%
African languages 41 0.03% 1.52%
Thai 21 0.02% 0.78%
Portuguese or 15

Portuguese Creole 0.01% 0.55%
Scandinavian languages 13 0.01% 0.48%
Japanese 12 0.01% 0.44%
Italian <) 0.01% 0.33%
Total LEP Population 2,706 2.11%

Total City Population 128,378

Harrisonburg City

Number of LEF Percent_ of County_ Percent. of LEP _

Language Population Population Speaking PopulationSpeaking
Language Language

Spanish or Spanish Creo 3,813 7.80% 65.43%
Russian 412 0.84% 7.07%
Arabic 401 0.82% 6.88%
Chinese 372 0.76% 6.38%
African languages 313 0.64% 5.37%
Other IndeEuropean 291
languages 0.45% 3.79%
Japanese 46 0.09% 0.79%
Other Slavic languages 43 0.09% 0.74%
Hindi 36 0.07% 0.62%
Korean 29 0.06% 0.50%
Vietnamese 26 0.05% 0.45%
French 25 0.05% 0.43%
SerboeCroatian 23 0.05% 0.39%
Italian 22 0.04% 0.38%
Other Pacific Island 12
languages 0.02% 0.21%
Urdu 11 0.02% 0.19%
Greek 9 0.02% 0.15%
Mon-Khmer 9 0.02% 0.15%
Other Indic languages 5 0.01% 0.09%
Total LEP Population 5,828 11.92%
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Spanish or Spanish Crec 2.59% 69.12%
Arabic 91 0.44% 11.76%
Chinese 67 0.32% 8.66%
African languages 20 0.10% 2.58%
Thai 19 0.09% 2.45%
German 15 0.07% 1.94%
Persian 12 0.06% 1.55%
Italian 10 0.05% 1.29%
Korean 0.02% 0.65%

Chinese 0.24% 43.75%
Korean 12 0.06% 10.71%
Other West Germanic 11

languages 0.05% 9.82%
Italian 10 0.05% 8.93%
Vietnamese 9 0.04% 8.04%
Spanish or Spanish Crec 6 0.03% 5.36%
Hindi 6 0.03% 5.36%
Korean 5 0.02% 4.46%
Urdu 4 0.02% 3.57%




Spanish or Spanish Crec 687 0.93% 45.14%

Korean 206 0.28% 13.53%
Chinese 165 0.22% 10.84%
Guijarati 113 0.15% 7.42%
Vietnamese 71 0.10% 4.66%
Other Asian languages 46 0.06% 3.02%
Italian 31 0.04% 2.04%
German 27 0.04% 1.77%
Tagalog 24 0.03% 1.58%
French 21 0.03% 1.38%
Other Pacific Island 19

languages 0.03% 1.25%
Thai 18 0.02% 1.18%
African languages 17 0.02% 1.12%
Japanese 15 0.02% 0.99%
Scandinavian languages 14 0.02% 0.92%
Urdu 13 0.02% 0.85%
French Creole 11 0.01% 0.72%
Portuguese or 10

Portuguese Creole 0.01% 0.66%
Arabic 8 0.01% 0.53%
Hindi 6 0.01% 0.39%
Total LEP Population 1,522 2.07%

Total City Population 73,529

Manassas City

Number of LEP Percent_ of County_ Percent_ of LEP _
Language Population Population Speaking Population Speaking
Language Language

Spanish or Spanish Crec 5,499 14.70% 86.14%
Vietnamese 163 0.44% 2.55%
Persian 68 0.18% 1.07%
Tagalog 68 0.18% 1.07%
Chinese 56 0.15% 0.88%
Other Indic languages o4 0.14% 0.85%
Other IndeEuropean 53

languages 0.14% 0.83%
Korean 45 0.12% 0.70%
Thai 39 0.10% 0.61%
Italian 38 0.10% 0.60%
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Arabic 38 0.10% 0.60%

Japanese 34 0.09% 0.53%
Russian 30 0.08% 0.47%
French 28 0.07% 0.44%
African languages 27 0.07% 0.42%
Other Pacific Island 22

languages 0.06% 0.34%
Portuguese or 21

Portuguese Creole 0.06% 0.33%
Laotian 21 0.06% 0.33%
Greek 19 0.05% 0.30%
Gujarati 17 0.05% 0.27%
German 10 0.03% 0.16%
Other Slavic languages 9 0.02% 0.14%
SerbeCroatian 7 0.02% 0.11%
Other Asian languages 7 0.02% 0.11%
Scandinavian languages 6 0.02% 0.09%
Urdu S) 0.01% 0.08%
Total LERPopulation 6,384 17.06%

Total City Population 37,412

Manassas Park City

Number of LEP Percent of County Percent of LEP

Language Ponulation Population Speaking Population Speaking
P Language Language

Spanish or Spanish Crec 2,377 16.48% 69.44%
Other Indic languages 248 1.72% 7.25%
Other Slavic languages 156 1.08% 4.56%
Chinese 151 1.05% 4.41%
Vietnamese 147 1.02% 4.29%
Korean 112 0.78% 3.27%
Tagalog 68 0.47% 1.99%
Thai 57 0.40% 1.67%
Portuguese or 50
Portuguese Creole 0.35% 1.46%
Hindi 16 0.11% 0.47%
French 15 0.10% 0.44%
Laotian 13 0.09% 0.38%
African languages 13 0.09% 0.38%
Total LEP Population 3,423 23.74%
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Total City Population 14,421

Martinsville City

Number of LEP Percent of County Percent of LEP

Language Population PopulationSpeaking Population Speaking
P Language Language
Spanish or Spanish Crec 72 0.57% 57.14%
German 28 0.22% 22.22%
African languages 13 0.10% 10.32%
Arabic 9 0.07% 7.14%
Persian 4 0.03% 3.17%
Total LEP Population 126 0.99%
Total CityPopulation 12,726
Newport News City
Percent of County Percent of LEP
Language II;I:)”T:JtI):tri:r]: LER Population Speaking Population Speaking
P Language Language

Spanish or Spanish Crec 4,171 2.48% 56.05%
Korean 612 0.36% 8.22%
Vietnamese 416 0.25% 5.59%
Mon-Khmer 267 0.16% 3.59%
African languages 256 0.15% 3.44%
Tagalog 247 0.15% 3.32%
Other Indic languages 219 0.13% 2.94%
Persian 166 0.10% 2.23%
Other IndeEuropean 119
languages 0.07% 1.60%
Russian 97 0.06% 1.30%
German 95 0.06% 1.28%
French 88 0.05% 1.18%
Other Asian languages 88 0.05% 1.18%
Hindi 76 0.05% 1.02%
Chinese 73 0.04% 0.98%
Arabic 72 0.04% 0.97%
SerbeCroatian 65 0.04% 0.87%
Other Pacific Island 58
languages 0.03% 0.78%
Greek 50 0.03% 0.67%
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Japanese
Laotian
Urdu

Thai

Other Native North
American languages
Portuguese or
Portuguese Creole

French Creole
Hebrew

Italian

Total LERPopulation
Total City Population

Language

Spanish or Spanish Crec

Tagalog
Chinese
French
Arabic
Vietnamese
Korean
Russian
German
African languages
Japanese
Persian

Other Asian languages
Other Pacific Island
languages

Gujarati

Italian
Portuguese or
Portuguese Creole

Other Slavic languages
Urdu
Other Indic languages

47
37
35
32

13

12

11
10
9
7,441
168,083

0.03%
0.02%
0.02%
0.02%

0.01%

0.01%
0.01%
0.01%
0.01%
4.43%

Norfolk City

Number of LEP
Population

3,838
1,138
406
359
339
273
142
138
128
116
96
75
71

63

49
44

42

38
33
33

Percent of County

Population Speaking

Language
1.68%
0.50%
0.18%
0.16%
0.15%
0.12%
0.06%
0.06%
0.06%
0.05%
0.04%
0.03%
0.03%

0.03%
0.02%
0.02%

0.02%
0.02%
0.01%
0.01%
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0.63%
0.50%
0.47%
0.43%

0.17%

0.16%
0.15%
0.13%
0.12%

Percent of LEP

Population Speaking

Language
51.17%
15.17%
5.41%
4.79%
4.52%
3.64%
1.89%
1.84%
1.71%
1.55%
1.28%
1.00%
0.95%

0.84%
0.65%
0.59%

0.56%
0.51%
0.44%
0.44%



Thai 27 0.01% 0.36%

Greek 21 0.01% 0.28%
Hebrew 13 0.01% 0.17%
Other IndeEuropean 11

languages 0.00% 0.15%
Hindi 4 0.00% 0.05%
Laotian 0.00% 0.05%

Norton City

Spanish or Spanish Crec 1.41% 100.00%

Petersburg City

Spanish or Spanish Crec 1.94% 75.85%
Japanese 38 0.13% 4.99%
Tagalog 34 0.11% 4.46%
Korean 32 0.11% 4.20%
German 30 0.10% 3.94%
French 18 0.06% 2.36%
Thai 12 0.04% 1.57%
Other Slavic languages 10 0.03% 1.31%
Other and unspecified 9

languages 0.03% 1.18%

African languages

Poquoson City

Spanish or Spanish Crec 0.47% 36.67%
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Chinese 36 0.31% 24.00%

Japanese 27 0.23% 18.00%
Vietnamese 21 0.18% 14.00%
Polish 8 0.07% 5.33%

Portsmouth City

Spanish or Spanish Crec 0.71% 56.58%
Chinese 191 0.21% 17.10%
Persian 43 0.05% 3.85%
Korean 41 0.05% 3.67%
Japanese 38 0.04% 3.40%
French 32 0.04% 2.86%
Tagalog 28 0.03% 2.51%
Thai 26 0.03% 2.33%
Russian 23 0.03% 2.06%
Italian 19 0.02% 1.70%
Other Pacific Island 16

languages 0.02% 1.43%
Other West Germanic 10

languages 0.01% 0.90%
Scandinavian languages 8 0.01% 0.72%
Portuguese or 5

Portuguese Creole 0.01% 0.45%
Greek 5 0.01% 0.45%
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Radford City

Number of LEP Percent of County Percent of LEP

Language Population Population Speaking Population Speaking
P Language Language
Spanish or Spanish Crec 153 0.92% 55.64%
African languages 58 0.35% 21.09%
Vietnamese 46 0.28% 16.73%
Other IndeEuropean 9
languages 0.05% 3.27%
Chinese S) 0.03% 1.82%
Korean 4 0.02% 1.45%
Total LEP Population 275 1.66%
Total City Population 16,563
Richmond City
Percent of County Percent of LEP
Language l;lgnltl):trig;LEP Population Speaking Population Speaking
P Language Language

Spanish or Spanish Crec 6,481 3.23% 72.67%
Chinese 364 0.18% 4.08%
African languages 333 0.17% 3.73%
Korean 294 0.15% 3.30%
French 226 0.11% 2.53%
Other and unspecified 216
languages 0.11% 2.42%
Arabic 194 0.10% 2.18%
Persian 163 0.08% 1.83%
Vietnamese 92 0.05% 1.03%
Portuguese or 82
Portuguese Creole 0.04% 0.92%
Other Indic languages 70 0.03% 0.78%
Italian 68 0.03% 0.76%
German 48 0.02% 0.54%
Tagalog 46 0.02% 0.52%
Russian 39 0.02% 0.44%
Other IndeEuropean 38
languages 0.02% 0.43%
Mon-Khmer 32 0.02% 0.36%
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Other Asian languages
Urdu

Thai

Hindi

Japanese

Gujarati

Other Slavic languages

French Creole
Other Native North
American languages

Hungarian
Total LEP Population
Total City Population

Language

Spanish or Spanish Crec
African languages
Other Indic languages
Other Asian languages
Arabic

Viethnamese

French Creole
Chinese

Tagalog

French

Japanese

Mon-Khmer

Persian
Other IndeEuropean
languages

Thai
Urdu

SerboeCroatian
Other West Germanic
languages

German
Korean

30
28
24
13
13
11
7
4

1

1
8,918
200,345

RoanokeCity

Percent of County
Population Speaking

Number of LEP
Population

1,569
509
464
321
240
186
166
126
120

61
50
43
26

24

22
16
13

9

8
4

0.01%
0.01%
0.01%
0.01%
0.01%
0.01%
0.00%
0.00%

0.00%
0.00%
4.45%

Language
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1.71%
0.56%
0.51%
0.35%
0.26%
0.20%
0.18%
0.14%
0.13%
0.07%
0.05%
0.05%
0.03%

0.03%
0.02%
0.02%
0.01%

0.01%
0.01%
0.00%

0.34%
0.31%
0.27%
0.15%
0.15%
0.12%
0.08%
0.04%

0.01%
0.01%

Percent of LEP

Population Speaking

Language
39.45%
12.80%
11.67%
8.07%
6.03%
4.68%
4.17%
3.17%
3.02%
1.53%
1.26%
1.08%
0.65%

0.60%
0.55%
0.40%
0.33%

0.23%
0.20%
0.10%



Salem City

Spanish or Spanish Crec 1.12% 61.38%
Hindi 46 0.19% 10.57%
Chinese 34 0.14% 7.82%
Other West Germanic o5

languages 0.10% 5.75%
Thai 16 0.07% 3.68%
German 15 0.06% 3.45%
French 14 0.06% 3.22%
Italian 11 0.05% 2.53%
Vietnamese 0.03% 1.61%

StauntonCity
Spanish or Spanish Crec 0.44% 37.13%
Persian 66 0.29% 24.26%
Chinese 27 0.12% 9.93%
Japanese 22 0.10% 8.09%
Thai 16 0.07% 5.88%
Vietnamese 14 0.06% 5.15%
Russian 11 0.05% 4.04%
Korean 8 0.03% 2.94%
Vietnamese 0.03% 2.57%

Suffolk City
Spanish or Spanish Crec 0.39% 40.72%
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African languages
Korean

Tagalog

Japanese
Viethamese

Gujarati

German

Chinese

Arabic

Other Asian languages
Greek

French

Total LEP Population
Total City Population

Language

Spanish or Spanish Crec

Tagalog
Chinese
Vietnamese
Korean
Japanese
French
Arabic

German
Other Pacific Island
languages

Russian

African languages
Other Asiadanguages
Gujarati

Thai
Portuguese or
Portuguese Creole

Other Indic languages
Hebrew
Greek

145
104
63
29
26
23
19
18
14
10
8
1
776
80,549

0.18%
0.13%
0.08%
0.04%
0.03%
0.03%
0.02%
0.02%
0.02%
0.01%
0.01%
0.00%
0.96%

VirginiaBeach City

Number of LEP
Population

5,277

3,929

1,455
856
521
406
325
319
315

268

246
209
186
157
129

115

105
93
86

Percent of County
Population Speaking

Language
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1.26%
0.94%
0.35%
0.20%
0.12%
0.10%
0.08%
0.08%
0.08%

0.06%
0.06%
0.05%
0.04%
0.04%
0.03%

0.03%
0.03%
0.02%
0.02%

18.69%
13.40%
8.12%
3.74%
3.35%
2.96%
2.45%
2.32%
1.80%
1.29%
1.03%
0.13%

Percent of LEP

Population Speaking

Language
33.89%
25.23%
9.34%
5.50%
3.35%
2.61%
2.09%
2.05%
2.02%

1.72%
1.58%
1.34%
1.19%
1.01%
0.83%

0.74%
0.67%
0.60%
0.55%



Hindi
Other West Germanic
languages

Persian

Other Slavic languages
Other IndeEuropean
languages

Urdu
SerboeCroatian
Italian

French Creole

Scandinaviatanguages
Other and unspecified
languages

Hungarian
Armenian
Total LEP Population
Total City Population

Language

Spanish or Spanish Crec
German

French

Vietnamese

Korean

Persian

Arabic

Total LEP Population
Total City Population

Language

Spanish or Spanish Crec
Chinese

Other Slavic languages
Korean

80
67

66
64

64

61
51
50
37
15

14

4
2
15,572
418,517

0.02%

0.02%
0.02%
0.02%

0.02%
0.01%
0.01%
0.01%
0.01%
0.00%

0.00%
0.00%
0.00%
3.72%

Waynesboro City

Number of LEP
Population

354
52
45
33
19
18
13

534

19,649

Percentof County
Population Speaking

Language

1.80%
0.26%
0.23%
0.17%
0.10%
0.09%
0.07%
2.72%

Williamsburg City

Number of LEP
Population

301
161
35
34

Percent of County
Population Speaking

Language
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2.11%
1.13%
0.25%
0.24%

0.51%

0.43%
0.42%
0.41%

0.41%
0.39%
0.33%
0.32%
0.24%
0.10%

0.09%
0.03%
0.01%

Percent of LEP

Population Speaking

Language
66.29%
9.74%
8.43%
6.18%
3.56%
3.37%
2.43%

Percent of LEP
Population Speaking
Language
50.17%
26.83%
5.83%
5.67%



French 15 0.11% 2.50%

Other Asian languages 15 0.11% 2.50%
Scandinavian languages 14 0.10% 2.33%
Arabic 7 0.05% 1.17%
Italian S) 0.04% 0.83%
Other Pacific Island 5
languages 0.04% 0.83%
Persian 4 0.03% 0.67%
Hindi 2 0.01% 0.33%
Vietnamese 2 0.01% 0.33%
Total LEP Population 600 4.21%
Total City Population 14,240
Winchester City
Percent of County Percent of LEP
Language Egnltl):tric?r]: LEa Population Speaking  Population Speaking
P Language Language
Spanish or Spanish Crec 1,942 7.65% 84.66%
Vietnamese 92 0.36% 4.01%
Other Slavic languages 89 0.35% 3.88%
French Creole 62 0.24% 2.70%
Chinese 23 0.09% 1.00%
Tagalog 22 0.09% 0.96%
Other Indic languages 15 0.06% 0.65%
Japanese 12 0.05% 0.52%
African languages 12 0.05% 0.52%
Hungarian 11 0.04% 0.48%
Other IndeEuropean 7
languages 0.03% 0.31%
Other Asian languages 7 0.03% 0.31%
Total LEP Population 2,294 9.03%
Total City Population 25,391
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APPENDIX B: PUBLIC SISISHEEBSURVEY

Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 requires DRPT to gather statistical data on participants and
OSYSTFAOAINRSA 2F GKS | 3Sy OaduatiesTORRTSchlledts inforin&tionkoh 3 K ¢ | &
race, color, national origin and gender of the attendees to this public meeting to ensure the inclusion of

all segments othe population affected by a proposed project.

DRPT wishes to clarify that this informatigathering process is completely voluntary and that you are
not required to disclose the statistical data requested in order to participate in this meeting.

¢tKS O2YLX SGSR T2N¥a ¢Aff 0S KStR 2y TFAf Procksg, 5wt ¢ Q
please contact the Titlgl Coordinator by phone at 804.786.4440 or emailratpr@drpt.virginia.gov

Please respond to the following questions:

Project Name Date

Meeting Location

Name (please print) Gender
[] Male [] Female

General ethnic identification categories (check one):
[ ] Caucasian

[ ] Hispanic American

[] American Indian/Alaskan Native

[ ] African American

[] Asian/Pacific Islander

[ ] Other

Language Spoken at Home National Origin

After you complete this form, please fold it and place it inside the designated bifveorgistration table.

Thank you for your cooperation!
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